REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

The claims are 1, 2, 4 and 6-12. Claims 3 and 5 which the 
Examiner indicated contained allowable subject matter have been 
rewritten in independent form substantially as new claims 11 and 
12, respectively. Accordingly, claims 3 and 5 have been canceled 
and claim 6 which previously depended on claim 3 has been amended 
to depend on new claim 11. These claims and claim 1, 2, 4 and 7- 
10 have also been amended to improve their form. Claim 4 has 
also been amended to specify that the swing arm is the ''swing arm 
of a rear wheel of the vehicle". Support for the claims may be 
found, inter alia, in the disclosure at pages 9-10. 
Reconsideration is expressly requested. 

. Claim 4 was objected to because of certain informalities 
set forth on page 2 of the Office Action. In response, 
Applicants have amended claim 4, inter alia, to recite ''a" swing 
arm of a rear wheel of the vehicle, which it is respectfully 
submitted overcomes the Examiner's objection on the basis of 
these informalities . 

Claim 4 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
Specifically, the Examiner stated that the method of determining 
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the dimensional stability of the swing arm recited in claim 4 was 
insufficiently described in the specification, such that one 
skilled in the art would be unable to perform the recited method 
step. 

In response, Applicants have amended claim 4 to better 
define the invention, and respectfully traverses the Examiner's 
rejection for the following reasons. 

As set forth in §112, the detailed description of the 
invention need only be with such particularity as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to make and use the invention without 
extensive experimentation. On page 9 of the specification as 
originally filed, the step of determining the dimensional 
stability of the swing arm by means of two laser modules, which 
are disposed on both sides of the hollow axle of a wheel, and 
whose laser beam is directed at rulers disposed on both sides, at 
the center of motion of the swing arm is specifically disclosed. 
The specification then goes on to recite that the region of the 
swing arm mounting on the vehicle frame is one of the low-torsion 
regions of the vehicle, and that the regions of the rear wheel 
axle is designed more for torsion, but should be dimensionally 
stable in the static state. 
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The specification further goes on to recite that this 
dimensional stability can be checked and that the laser modules 
are disposed on both sides in the opening of the hollow axle 
wheel, preferably by means of cones and centering units, and a 
laser beam is directed at self-centering rulers that are disposed 
at the center of motion of the swing arm. In this manner, it can 
be read off on the ruler whether the axles are located in the 
same plane. 

It is respectfully submitted that this disclosure together 
with the recitation in claim 4 as amended, provides sufficient 
guidance to one skilled in the art to be able to determine the 
dimensional stability of a swing arm by means of two laser 
modules disposed on both sides of the hollow axle of the wheel 
whose laser beam is directed at rulers disposed on both sides at 
the center of motion on the swing arm. Upon reading the 
specification, one skilled in the art would know how to check the 
dimensional stability by reading off on the ruler whether the 
axles are located in the same plane. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully submitted that claim 4, as amended, fully complies 
with the requirements of 3 5 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, and 
that the rejection on this basis should be withdrawn. 
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The Examiner indicated that claims 3 and 5-10 contain 
allowable subject matter; however claims 1-2 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bodgren et al . U.S. 
Patent No. 6,931,738 and under 35 U.S.C. §102 (e) as being 
anticipated by Stahl et al. U.S. Patent No. 6, 434, 841 . 

In response, Applicants have rewritten claim 3 and 5 in 
independent form substantially as new claims 11 and 12, 
respectively, has amended claim 6 to depend on new claim 11, and 
has canceled claims 3 and 5. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
submitted that new claims 11 and 12, and claims 6-10, which 
depend directly or indirectly on new claim 11, are now in 
condition for allowance. 

With respect to claims 1 and 2, Applicants respectfully 
traverse the Examiner's rejection for the following reasons. 

With respect to the rejection of claims 1-2 as anticipated 
under 35 U.S.C. §102 (e) by Bodgren et al . U.S. Patent No. 
6,931,738, it is respectfully submitted that Bodgren et al. is 
not prior art. Specifically, Applicants' application claims 
priority on German Application 102 42 535.3 filed September 12, 
2002, which is before the December 6, 2002 date on which the PCT 
Application for the Bodgren et al . patent was filed. 
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Accordingly, as Bodgren et al . is not prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
§102 (e), the rejection of claims 1-2 as being anticipated by 
Bodgren et al . should be withdrawn. 

With respect to Stahl et al . , Applicants respectfully 
traverses this rejection for the following reasons. 

As set forth in claim 1 as amended, Applicants' invention 
provides a method for checking the chassis geometry of a chain- 
driven or belt-driven vehicle that includes determining the chain 
alignment of the secondary drive by means of a laser module that 
is placed on the lateral surface of the chain wheel or belt 
pulley, and whose laser beam is directed at the edge region of 
the chain or the belt, respectively. 

In contrast, in Stahl et al., the laser beam is not directed 
at the chain or the belt but rather at the depression of the 
second chain wheel or belt drive. See col. 8, lines 18-19 of 
Stahl et al . in which it is stated: ''the generated light beam 
directed at the groove 120 of the driven pulley 98...". The 
measurement therefore takes place when the chain is removed or 
when the belt is removed. See col. 7, lines 22-23 of Stahl et 
al . in which it is stated: "After the V-belt is removed and 
before proceeding with the remaining steps in the pulley 
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alignment procedure...." See also col. 7, lines 34-35 of Stahl et 
al. in which it is stated: ''With the V-belt removed from the 
driving pulley and from the driven pulley, the holder is 
attached. . . " . 

In contrast to Stahl' s arrangement, Applicants' invention 
permits checking the chassis geometry of a chain driven or belt 
driven vehicle with the chain installed or the belt installed, 
which clearly facilitates the procedure and in particular makes 
it possible to avoid a renewed change in the values when the 
chain or belt is installed. In the case of motorcycles, the 
second chain wheel or belt wheel is furthermore generally not 
visible without the disassembly of parts, so that a method such 
as the one described in Stahl et al . is possible only after 
complicated disassembly. 

Applicants' invention provides for the first time a precise 
method for determining the vehicle geometry, which can be carried 
out quickly, and this method has found broad acceptance in the 
technical field and has' received numerous awards at trade shows. 
Accordingly it is respectfully submitted that claims 1 and 2, as 
amended, are patentable over the cited art, together with claim 4 
which depends on amended claim 1, and new claims 11 and 12, and 
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. dependent claims 6-10, which are believed to be in condition for 
allowance . 

In summary, claims 1, 2, 4 and 6-10 have been amended, 
claims 3 and 5 have been canceled, and new claims 11-12 have been 
added. In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully requested 
that the claims be allowed and that this case be passed to issue. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with 
the U.S. Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed 
to: Commissioner of Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
on April 5, 2007. 
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Copy of Petition for 3 month extension of time 
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